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. MONTH(S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 



Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE _ 
OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (6) MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this cornmunication. 

- rf the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- rf NO period for repty is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this cornmunication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for repty will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even rf timely, may reduce any earned patent 
term adjustment See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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□ This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed in 
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Claim 4, line 3 "biding" changed to -binding--. Claim 27, line 6 "cable" changed to - 
connector-. 

The above changes were made by the examiner. Applicant should correct his copy. 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by 
another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371© of this title before 
the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIA) do not apply to the examination of this application as the application being 
examined was not (1) filed on or after November 29, 2000, or (2) voluntarily published under 35 
U.S.C. 122(b). Therefore, this application is examined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the 
amendment by the AIA (pre-AIA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 9, 10, 1 1, 12, 13, 16, 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Jarrett. 

For claim 1, Jarrett discloses a support 30, a module (housing), a module latch 18 in the 
housing, a part 16 engageable to the connector 20 and bias means 22 (claim 6). The connector 
presence causes the latch to engage the support, fig. 4. 

Applicant on page 8, lines 27-29, discloses that the claimed assembly is readable on 
connector 52 "without a flange 54" in which case it appears that latching must be by frictional 
engagement. This type engagement would exist in Jarrett, fig. 4, between plug 20 and part 16, 
therefore part 16 should be readable as a connector latch, the term interpreted in light of the spec. 

Claim 2 met by latch 14. Claim 4 is readable on entire latch being formed of a material 
read as a low friction material. Claim 5 reads on latch 14 itself since it is to be positioned by 
hand to overcome bias means 22. Other claims being similar in scope to claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 6 are 
also rejected. 

Claims 1-6, 9-12, 15-18, 21 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Jarrett alone or in view of McAnally. 

Using Jarrett above, for claims 1, 9, 15, 21, 24, since frictional engagement of 14 to 20 is 
not clearly disclosed, should issues arise, such type engagement is also seen to an obvious result 
of structure shown. Claim 3 seen to be obvious change not pertinent to main inventive concept. 
For claim 4, use of non-binding material for latch 4 also considered an obvious choice wherever 
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sliding parts are used. For claims 21, 24 5 recited steps are seen to clearly be the obvious manner 
of use of the Jarrett assembly. Other claims treated as discussed above. 
As an alternative, Jarrett together with McAnally is also applied. 

For Jarrett, the latch part 14 lacks a portion designed to block connector^a^aB*©^^^ 
^mssisoc 20 removal. McAnally shows a support securing device with a part 58 to block 
connector removal when the module is fixed to the support. It would have been obvious to add 
such a blocking part to the Jarrett latch 14. This would provide strain relief for the plug. Other 
claims are treated as discussed above. Claims 21, 24 relate to obvious use of such modified 
assembly. 

Claims 27-29 are allowed. 

Claims 7, 8, 13, 14, 19, 20, 22, 23, 25 and 26 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: For claims 1, 19, 15, 
20 McAnally has been considered but does not include the ^connector causing feature. In fig. 8, 
the latch engages the support at 62, 76 but this positioning is not caused by the presence of 
connector 36. For claim 24, the McAnally, fig. 7 plug 36 may be removed but this step would 
not be followed by a step of releasing the latch from the support at 76,-62 since such release has 
already occurred. Nor are these features suggested by other prior art. For claims 7, 13, 19, 25, 
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27 no "tool securing mechanism" or "latch positioning tool use" is taught or fairly suggested by 
the prior art in the context of these claims. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later than the 
payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably accompany the issue 
fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of Reasons for 
Allowance." 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to N. Abrams at 
telephone number 308-1729. 
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